University of Minnesota Morris Digital Well

University of Minnesota Morris Digital Well
Campus Assembly

Campus Governance

5-22-1985

Campus Assembly minutes 05/22/1985
Campus Assembly

Follow this and additional works at: https://digitalcommons.morris.umn.edu/camp_assembly

Recommended Citation
Campus Assembly, "Campus Assembly minutes 05/22/1985" (1985). Campus Assembly. 317.
https://digitalcommons.morris.umn.edu/camp_assembly/317

This Minutes is brought to you for free and open access by the Campus Governance at University of Minnesota
Morris Digital Well. It has been accepted for inclusion in Campus Assembly by an authorized administrator of
University of Minnesota Morris Digital Well. For more information, please contact skulann@morris.umn.edu.

University· of Minnesota, Morris
Morris, Minnesota
Minutes of the Campus Resources & Planning Committee
May 22, 1985
Present: M. FrenieT, Chair, B. Blake, B. Fahl, B. Hogen, R. Lammers, A.
Lopez, R. Mccannon, A. Moen, D. Pietz, D. Spring
Guest:

Craig Kissock

The Chair presented the following agenda:
1.
2.

3.
4.

s.

Discussion of proposal to eliminate Physical Education major.
Discussion of report from c.2.
Approval of minutes - March 27 through May 8.
Discussion of memo designating units to put plan into action.
Discussion of report from c.1.

Fahl reported that the Physical Facilities Subcommittee would have a brief
report ready for all members by next Tuesday.
One member referred to the Dean's remark at the last meeting about needing
a plan from this Committee soon. He asked what deadline the Committee
had. A second member indicated that he had asked Vice President Keller
about this issue auring the Vice Presidents' visit to campus on May 21.
This member explained to Keller that the Committee had just begun this
process last September and while it had made progress, it still was a
distance away from naming disciplines. Be asked Keller if that would
disadvantage UMM. Keller replied that it would not, and indicated that it
would be important to have the plan completed before the University goes
to the Legislature next year. A third member agreed and indicated that
numbers must be submitted soon, but programmatic changes could come later.
The Chair began discussion-of the Physical Education proposal by
reiterating two questions the Committee had raised at its last meeting,
and directed them to Kissock.
1.

The proposal does not directly say that the Physical Education major
will cease to exist. How do you explain that?
Kissock replied that the change was in the document, it just wasn't
emphasized. There is a word change from "major• to "licensure.• He
said he would rather have it come as a statement of readjustment
rather than emphasizing the elimination of a major. He also indicated
that the Dean had asked the same question and said that she wanted a
motion from the Curriculum Committee to eliminate the major.
The second member said the fact that it was not clearly spelled out
would cause difficulty. He explained that only the Assembly can
recommend dissolution of a major. Kissock replied that the net effect
would be the same because by accepting this proposal, the change would
be made.
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The first member stated that it couldn't go through legislative action
without people knowing the major was being dropped. He suggested that
the elimination of the major be presented along with the proposal for
a curricular change and that perhaps this would minimize the bad
publicity.
The second member told of the proposal made at one time to eliminate
the French major. The Assembly turned it down and French has emerged
as a much stronger discipline because of it. He thought the
elimination of the major should be brought out on the table.
The Chair wondered if it were really a curricular issue instead of a
resource issue.
2.

The second question concerned from where the directive had come for
the elimination of the major.
Kissock answered that it was Keller. He indicated that this proposal
would not have come forth if there hadn't been pressure from the top.
A fourth member asked if this directive had been a written one.
Kissock replied no, and indicated that there had been some discussion
in Education about not doing anything until they received something in
writing. He went on to explain that there had been a direct statement
from the Central Administration to make cuts, but how specific it had
been he didn't know. He said that he had questioned the Provost about
the advisability of cutting a major that accommodated 10 percent of
the student body.

The second member indicated that a written statement from Keller had
directed UMM to retrench in an area that was not central to the liberal
arts. He said that he had gone over the proposal carefully and didn't
feel it really changed anything significantly. He said the proposal
implied that the changed program would still be adequate to educate
Physical Education teachers to teach in high school. If so, then the new
program should be adequate•to offer a major.
Kissock said that there were some significant changes. He explained that
the original activity courses had been taught by faculty. Then a separate
set of courses (Skill Blocks) were set up for the majors and the activity
courses were taught by students. He said that because each Skill Block
was taught by a number of faculty, it was impossible to have
accountability. Under the new proposal, faculty will assume
accountability for the activity courses. He went on to say that the
quality of instruction should improve under the new proposal because the
students would have 25 hours of contact time in the activity courses
whereas they have been getting only 12. There also are fewer students
(15-20) affected now than there were at the time the shift was made to the
Skill Block format (35-40).
The second member stated that everything he has heard in support of the
?roposal tells him that it improves the major. Be asserted that if the
discipline was being downgraded, it shouldn't be eligible for licensure.
If in fact it is being improved, then it should be left as a major and go
to the Curriculum Committee as a curricular change.
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Kissock asked the Dean the same question that had been asked of him
earlier - from whence came the directive? The Dean replied that the
impetus for it came from a meeting that she and the Provost had with
Keller prior to the retrenchment process in the spring of 1983. Following
that came the memo from Keller telling UMM to proceed to drop a program in
the non-liberal arts area. She indicated that in disucssions with Keller,
he put this forward quite strongly. She said that she had indicated to
Physical Education and Education that the best defense was a good offense
and that instead of dropping the major completely, perhaps it could be
changed or modified.
The first member referred to a meeting that the Planning Committee had
over in Education last February during which the Committee had voted to
eliminate the major. That proposal was to be part of the document the
Provost sent forward to the Central Administration. The Dean replied that
the proposal had not yet gone in. The fourth member recalled the same
meeting and indicated that the impetus for the vote to eliminate the major
was the urgency of the response to Keller by March 1. He said it
disturbed him to find out now that that response has not gone in. The
Dean explained that she and the Provost had met with Al Linck and had
presented him with a draft of the proposal, including the elimination of
P.E., to see if it would be appropriate. She said they assumed that they
would have to submit the final document within a few days of that meeting,
but they have received no directive to do so.
The Dean went on to say that
was to have made a motion to
that meeting so did not know
the Curriculum Committee had

the Curriculum Committee at its last meeting
eliminate the major, but she was absent from
if this had happened. Kissock replied that
approved the proposal unanimously.

The second member stated that he couldn't imagine getting rid of a major
unless significant faculty resources would be saved. He said that in this
case only one position would be saved and that could have been done by a
curricular change. The first member agreed and commented that Physical
Education would lose a position, but would not lose anything in terms of
the program. He asked why the major should be eliminated if it could be
managed with the resources proposed.
Kissock said that he was disturbed when the Planning Committee had
originally voted to eliminate the major and had assumed at that time that
it would also mean the elimination of the licensure program. The second
member assured him that the Plannng Committee had been told that licensure
was possible even if the major was eliminated. He did indicate, however,
that he thought the burden on students would be great. They would need
another major and most of the credits needed for licensure would not count
toward the GER. Kissock said the student would have at least two ready
choices for a major - biology and health.
The third member indicated that he would like to know more about the
Health Fitness major that would be proposed next year and what the campus
,ould be commiting itself to. Kissock replied that it would probably mean
the addition of one or two courses. He said that it was difficult to
describe the new major at this time, but a few of the things that would be
emphasized were personal fitness assessment, aerobics, and life time
sports at a higher level.
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The first member said that UMM now gives licensure to students to teach
Physical Education in secondary schools. He asked if the change would
mean that UMM would be offering a training program. Kissock assured him
that it would not be a vocational training program.
The second member said that if another FTE would be needed for the new
major, it would have to come out of P.E. and athletics. He said it must
be there in the first place in order to take it out, and the proposal
requires all of the resources. Kissock went on to explain that the P.E.
major course load includes a total of 13 credits that are associated
solely with this major and nothing else. All other courses have multiple
applications. He assured the Committee that he would not come forth with
the proposal for a new major if the faculty resources weren't there. He
indicated that there were ways or assigning faculty resources within the
area.
The meeting adjourned at 3:10 p.m. The Committee will resume discussion
on this item on Tuesday, May 29, at 2 p.m. in the Behmler Hall Conference
Room.
pt

